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EXHIBIT 14 
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United States Department of the Interior 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

Mammoch Cave National Park 

EO. Bay 7 

Mammoth Cave, Kentucky 42259-CC07 




L7621 
Mav2, 200] 



Inter-Modal Transportation Authority, Inc. 

2325 Airway Court, Suite C 

P^O, Box 2001 

Bowling Green, Kentucky 42102-6001 

Dear Sirs: 



consroerat.on,y^HeI„ter-MorSnSi^^ 

:™S:a kJ:::s ™StS;s^ ' ^°°'' -™-" --°=^ Su^^^-r ^^^-'^ 

It has been documented m news media reoorts nvd ,-^ r^-^. a^ ^ 1 1- 

documents, that the need for the prooosed aSon ha^ro h h ^^^"^P""^^'™ Authority, Inc, 
the Federal Aviation Administra^n -^^4^ ih F .' ,'". d^™°"=^««d to the satisfaction of 
formahzed a sponsorship .^^^^S^u^H^f Aviation Administration has not 
consultant, for r...„,.J°. ™ the Inter-Modal Transportation Authority, Inc. and its 

ror public review and comments by interested panitlr '"'"'P'^'^"""" Authonty, Inc. 



's reaues 



ation Authority, Inc, rr 



now to be greatly re duced The Draft F-ivn-'t^pt:,:^"^'^-""''' U}}1^2ISSlllI2E}lII!SBrs 
^^SS^iTTS^^PSS^thonty, hic ;h;:dh:^::i^'f:=^l"^^^ ^=P^^^^°>y ^^at the inter- 
environiTienta] comoliance r=nuir»~--. to "-' • ■-^■■"^lon AJmrniStration 

. - ..-- r.qu..^.,t..KS to me treaiest extent possible" or "m the sn;nr of ,.-, 



iure 



iy 
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Modal TransDortaaon Authontv nc r" f ="^'™"™™t^i '"^Pacts, indicate that the Inter^ 
Tt-anspark v.^h a level of et" n^e, a e^vt w t^aT'T T ''T°'°''' ^^""^^^ ^^^^-^ 
wtth apphcable requ.ren.ents. We tZl'JsuZTln'ZT^^^^^ ''" '''" '"" ^°"P^"^"- 
clanfy how ,t plans to oieet envronm^n o-nnli nc Transportation Authority, Inc. 

when the project becomes a federal ^t"o un<^ the a "''""""'l' '°'' "°'" '"' '" ''^'^ f"'"- 
Adr^inistration or the Federal Hi^hwa Adr^ v ?■ ^ f ' " ^'*''" "^" P"^"''^> Aviation 
Authority. Inc. intends to meet onlv a oono f " ^ '''' I"'<=-^'I°dal Transportation 

we request a specific Hst.nTof the r aTtrtlfn^nTsTcr ^ '"""'''T' ^^^'^^^^^^^ '-o 
areas with which it does not intend to comply ^^ " ' ° '"-'"^ ' ''^'^ "^ *= 

The pnncipal protection provided by ervironmenta) l,,.-c .^ , - 

environmental analysis is cornpleted bef^.^ d" ,o * rUT'^ T '' ''' ^^^ -"' *at 

TriModal Transpark, ,t ,s evident thatl^ ^.f h f -^^^^'^' F°^ *e proposed Kentucky 

environrr^enta, retirements has" ot been .p-^' Sl-r T^'^' ^^^.--P'-"- -* 
that IS much less than required could make Sossibfe W^h I H "t I *<^'='°--akmg path 
to conduct an environmental review m the future th meet. f '^""'°" Administration 

recommendation to the Inter^Moda] TranspoTa Ln A,l "'/'f ' requirements. Our pnncipal 
suspend decision making and commrl oTe p^epa aif^^^ ''" " ''°"" ---«diatel3 

, in full adherence with Federal A^on AdLmtst' f Environmental Impact Statemen 

An Environmental Impact Statem ntltt bes t rn's"™""™''' '°"P'""'=^ °""<^^'--- 

I with full consideration of all environrjiental issues '""" ''"' ''"^'°"= ^^= "^'^^ 

environmental and resource issues. Mm"otrCa'"S^^ 

providing this assistance. When the pro,e« does be. ^ / " ™"'"° '° "°"''™<= 

National Park intends to make a fotSl! L° " - F^dc'^ a" ^"'°r',^^--°* ^ave 
I included as a "cooperating agency" m devd JnmVnr'of -h Aviauon Aaministration to be 

project. This can happen when a soonso-^h n . f ™"""™="tal documents for the 

Impact Statement is developed 'P°"^°'*'P ^g^^«™^« f°r preparation of an Environmental 

In the following paragraphs, we summarize some nf th^ c^„ -t- 

Environmental Assessment tha- a^e in-dern'-J I ^ "" """' '" '^' °"f= 

should b» fnii„ -„^ '■"^n^t-a =.e madequctely aadressed. In our view all of thes» -r^-. 

snou.d 0. fully ^nd appropriately considered throuah the fu'l '^n,--ro ' r " 

process. -mou^n me iu,l i,nvironm,ental tapact Statemient 

AiLOMlity 

the greatest degree of —ior ^" "' 7 '"'"''' '" '''' ^"^ '^^O. and is afn^rded 
.s currentlv exceedm.'^e 1 h"r' z^^^^" T' '"™"' ''^'"™°'" ^^^* ^-^°-l Park 
en.iss,ons from thts';:;if ;"u^:bi: v "'"" ^" Q"^^'^>' ^^^^'^^^^ ^^ -^ believe 
A....strationOruisO.O..p:::£S^.— ^S--;- 
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SMlMwateilQualltv 



groundwater conduits There .h™,Id ht 7 "P"" °' tnbutanes for the major 

mtended only tot at! n TtheorSica?:;: he'r'' T' °" '"f *™" °" "^^^^ ''^^ -^ 
aUgnment on th.s s.te can avo d thes cidult and Ze/^^''^ °/ °™""^-^'«'- A"*^. *« -y 
Draft Env.on.enta, Assessment ^oj::^::::^^SZ::X^SZ^;:^'''- ^'' 
Coorcunation Act procedures have been completed reLed to possro,e":ffeas'or;fou:dwater or 

CulturaiResources 

GrirsalR^IuSSfi^^ 

resources are uncovered, ^ " commitment to halt constmction ,f 

SndangeredSpecies 

S.^a'Si^'^-'^ t '''"^"'''' ^^^^ ''""P ■'-''«- ^- maintenance of adequate -v^ter 
q-<m.y aS esse,.aai lor the protection and recovery of rhe so»-^». yv> i,,„ .'--y';-^'^ -^-ter 

questioned the survev methodology u^eri ,n rhe h;^, '-''^'P'''-"-- ^^^ "^^'<= Previously 
Smuth & Associates and thai subcont cto-1 a d f , ''''''""'"' ^'^ P^^'-'ded by W.Ibur 
Shnmm did not use approooat m Idf ^^' "" ''"'"" ''" ^'^^^^^^ '°^ ^'^^ ^-P-^y Cave 



Shnmm did not use appropnate methods. 

^Si Cat: V^S'r I Tf '^ "°" '^^ P^°J^« -= ^° the groundwater basm'^^j^r 

^ t-.eseni in ipe Cranam. Sonngs svsti»m and/n^ if rh=-^ ,-o „ ■ . 

ci~ -}^i~.,i diiu/Oi u incie IS an mterctiauE 
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Serv.ce related to compi nee !i h e End. '°"r^'°" "''' "^= ""'■ ^'^^ ^'"^ ^^'"dl>fe 
There ts ao evMence tlllt :::s::;;::;,™ ^^ ^^T tCn^w'^l^T' ^°'";"^ ''°^'^' 
completed related to Federal threatened or ertdan.f re^spec.es The dS f" " '''^" 
Assessment also does not currentiv m-t rh. -. species. Ihe Diaft Environmental 

m.gratory b.rds, ' ™^^' ''^" requirements of Executive Order I31S6 related to 

FM!iiMl^ndJ:MseIiTnjacts 



ssment 

om the 
,,. „i„,„„,uLji i^ave iNational Fark. 

EiaieeLSize^andScoEe 

S^rfl^::f^~^:';:n::^r o'r ?°7^ *^ ^^-^^^ -^ -^ °^ ^'^^ p-po-^ 

the site Should be included m the env o m ntj atlvs" '^^r ■"" '^-'='°P-"' «" 

development that would be acrent^hilT analysis. The type(s) of commercial 

the envLnmenta, an^lys s ^S^:':}^^:^^ t"" "" w'™ ''''''''' °^ =°"^'^-«^ '" 
connections have also not been discns e/ r f I "'" "^edifications and rail hnk 

«... ...... «.,„„;s::;=t.';:s st;;"™S*ss"°" -' 

QiiaiiLailveEf|ects 

£™HlaavL£|fectejre not evaluated o r considered Federal A v^nrJo a^ - ■ - 
r^q^m^^SSdSilMrSfTnSIIIS^^ '^^''"°" Adm.mstration guidelines 

social and economic factors. A^ain the entir7nro,>°.r"'°"'"'\'' P°P"'^"°" ^^ifts. and induced 
cumulative effects and not just the al pari nortfor. f ""^^ "'"* '° °' ^^^'"^=«d for 
Admimstradon guidance are anTacqul^tn ° ^ '''"P"' "'"^ '" ^^^^^^^ Aviation 

the road needs tf he moved tfrccoXre iifrernsLr '"^"^■°"' ^"' ™^' ^^'"^^'^^ ^^^ 
Rea!_Aiternatives 

Tne alternatives m tne Draft Fpvir"-me-i-' •'• c.-=^^,_ 

by the Council on Environmental OuaI,tv'"Tte n^!;:;!;^ "f "°: ^°''-- "''^ regulations issued 
detail and in a comparative way solhat ^cus;:r::£^ ::^ ^^:;:'^^°^? ^^ ^--P«d in 
the oasis for choice amon° ontion<: hv thp Hp^i.- ■*"" "ie P^^t^nc ^an clearly understand 

configuradons of the same level of de ' ,n ^""'f''-"''^''' ' The consideration of different 

been made pnmanly on the basis of vanous ^s't and ;::;;!^;!;t:!;yTifr^' '?P'"'' '° ^'"'^ 
amount of consideration given to wcioh<^^77^,r,..;f,^T~^^^^^^^^^ with a minimal 

iocatior.s. The e---v,rr^r;m^nt~i -n^i-,-'"' '"^ "■ J^"""";'"- e^Jiironmental errects a; vanous 



ysis provided to the Inter^Modai Transno 



Suor 
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^"'' ^^' '" ™"^""^"'= ■" 'ts worbng papers ,s described as be.na cursory w-th the 
recommendat.on that a full Et^v.ronnremal ImpactStatement ,s ne^'' 

In summary, we feel that Inter.VIodai Transportation Authonty Inc has already m.cl^ ri ■ ^ 
tojrn plement a course o f action without adenn.^.h, rr.„.;^J u ^^^iiJiHQr™d£iecisions 

Th^TmSPra3dim5Hi?5HiiK^^^^ 

the May S, 2001, pubHc heanng and bef I f nal nX D a^l ""o"' ' 'T'.T °' ""°" '^^^^^ 
Short, preparation of thts Draftlnyiron.ent?Si°!^f^^^:::^:f 
enyironnaental impacts associated with the proposed Kentucky TriMSZiTXranspark a e no 
presently known or adequately documented in a nuirrber of areas Thus t is no- known r ■ 
extent t e project wtll cause significant enyironmental impacts Federal' Ay at-on Ad "" 

fcd,„l „,..„„„„ w= expec, ft„ 4, ,.,e,-Mod.l T,..,po™ "A„,h"S; ta "" " 



Sincerel 




Ronald R. Svyitzer 
Superintendent 



Case 1:05-cv-01190-RMU Document 25-16 Filed 09/27/2005 Page 7 of 8 

United States Department of the Interior 




nSH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

446 Nea] Street 

Gookevillc, TN 38501 

November 20, 2000 



Ms. Caroline B. Ammerman 
Senior Environmental Planner 
Wilbur Smith Associates, Inc. 
6600 Clough Pike 
Cincinnati, Ohio 45244-4028 

Re: FWS #01-0220 

DearlVIs. Ammerman: 

Thank you for your letter and enclosures of October 1 2, 2000, regarding the proposal to prepare a 
Site Master Plan and environmental assessment for the proposed Kentucky TriModal Transpark in 
Warren County, Kentucky. The Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has reviewed the information 
submitted and offers the following comments. 

On July 26, 2000, the Service responded to a proposed study plan prepared by Commonwealth 
Technology, Incorporated, to investigate potential impacts to fish and wildlife resources resulting 
from the proposed development. Our recommendations were for: (I) complete botanical surveys to 
cover habitat types potentially containing three different endangered and threatened plant species, 

(2) an assessment of the recharge zones on the project site and a survey of the stream in Mill Cave' 

(3) an assessment of potential effects to the threatened bald eagle and the potential conflicts between 
air traffic and large raptors that occur in the vicinity of MammofJi Cave National Park, and (4) 
potential impacts to the other resources at the Park. Additionally, we recommended protocols for 
sampling water quality. 

Based on review of the preliminary information received from you and from Commonwealth 
Technology, wereite rate our conc enybiOhepotentig^ of the proposed developme nt to fish 

wMlfe^imdotherresources. Examinatira of the Br5ow quadrangle indic55^ii51hilJi^t site' 
contams numerous sink holes and karst depressions, many of which may be connected to each other 
and possibly to those miles away, by underground passages. These cave ecosystems are sensitive 
systems that are easily disturbed or destroyed and take years- to recover from disturbance 
Congtniction^oj^maioraioja^ a site would, in our opin igmjeproblematir, and could cause 

iaSI»raWedamagetoimi£ue^ Siting of an air par^^j^idMustrial p^u±m that 

area would increase runoff into subterranean waterways; such runoff would likely contain pollutants 
such as petroleum, oil, grease, de-icers, solvents, detergents, and other materials that could result in 
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significant adverse impacts to the underground waters and the fauna inhabiting them. Covering or 
filling in depressions and sink holes could alter micro-climatic conditions in the caves below, 
adversely affecting sensitive species. 

Furthermore, although the proposed air park would be located approximately 10 miles fi-om 
Mammoth Cave National Park, we believe that there would be a potential collision hazard between 
aircraft approaching and departing the facility and large raptors that are known to occur in and 
around the Park. Aircraft maneuvering on approach or after taking off could also potentially disturb 
nesting raptors at particularly important times during the nesting season, resulting in nest failure or 
abandormient of nests. 

Therefore, we recommend that the environmental assessment prepared for this project address the 
issues described above and include alternatives and/or protective measures which would result in 
avoidance of potential adverse impacts to the fish and wildlife resources in the project area and to 
Mammoth Cave National Park. Please note that compliance with the provisions of the National 
Environmental Policy Act does not constitute fulfillment of consultation obligations under the 
Endangered Species Act. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project. If you have any questions, please contact 
Jim Widlak of my staff at 931/528-6481, ext. 202. 

Sincerely, 




Lee A. Barclay, Ph.D. 
Field Supervisor 

Superintendent, Mammoth Cave NP, KY 

Safety Program Manager, Federal Aviation Administration, Louisville, KY 



